Scholastic minutes 11/08/2005 by Scholastic Committee
University of Minnesota Morris Digital Well
University of Minnesota Morris Digital Well
Scholastic Committee Campus Governance
11-8-2005
Scholastic minutes 11/08/2005
Scholastic Committee
Follow this and additional works at: http://digitalcommons.morris.umn.edu/schol_com
This Minutes is brought to you for free and open access by the Campus Governance at University of Minnesota Morris Digital Well. It has been
accepted for inclusion in Scholastic Committee by an authorized administrator of University of Minnesota Morris Digital Well. For more information,
please contact skulann@morris.umn.edu.
Recommended Citation
Scholastic Committee, "Scholastic minutes 11/08/2005" (2005). Scholastic Committee. 239.
http://digitalcommons.morris.umn.edu/schol_com/239
University of Minnesota, Morris 
Scholastic Committee 
Minutes # 8, November 8, 2005 
  
The Scholastic Committee met at 8:00 A.M. on November 8, 2005 in the Science Conference Room (Sci 
3500).  The next meeting will be November 15, 2005, in the same room. 
  
Members present:  B. Burke, K. Crandall, D. De Jager, J. Goodnough, S. Haugen, J.-M. Kim,  N. McPhee 
(chair), L. Meek (secretary), G. Sheagley, and K. Strissel. 
  
1.  There was a discussion about the standard deviation on ACT scores of incoming students over the last 
few years.  One member asked if we could look at that information to determine whether it was 
increasing.  It was suggested that if this is true, this may explain why some professors are finding bimodal 
distributions of grades in their classes.  It was also suggested that the bimodal distribution may, in part, be 
due to changes in the Honors classes in the last few years, so that students who formerly would have 
taken an honors section of a class are now taking the same class all other students are taking.   
  
2.  Most of the hour was spent discussing a 12-year study of students who have been suspended that is 
maintained by Jeri Mullin in the Registrar’s Office.  This study categorizes students who are in academic 
difficulty by academic year, residency (in-state or out-of-state), ethnicity, sex, composite ACT and high 
school rank.  Some trends are apparent in this dataset: 
  
1.) In-state students tend to be less likely to be in academic difficulty at UMM than do out-of-state 
students.  In particular, out-of-state minority students do worse than in-state minority students; in-state 
minority and white students are fairly even in terms of the percentage of students in academic difficulty.   
  
2.) Women tend to be less likely to be in academic difficulty at UMM than do men. 
  
3.) The new probation and suspension rules that were initiated in the Fall of 2002 have resulted in a 
striking decrease in the percentage of students who are on probation or who are suspended.  Since 
students are placed on probation sooner (the old APR were based on annual completion and cumulative 
GPA), they realize they need academic help earlier in their academic career.  In addition, students in 
serious academic difficulty are not retained as long as they were formerly. 
  
4.) Before the new probation and suspension rules came into effect in Fall 2002, more juniors and seniors 
were in academic difficulty than were freshmen and sophomores.  This relationship has now switched, 
which was the intent of the new rules. Thus, students who are not doing well at UMM are informed 
promptly of their status and students who are doing very badly tend to be suspended before their junior 
and senior years. 
 
5.) The ACT composite score is not very predictive of how well students will do at UMM.  For example, 
there are always some students in the 25 - 30+ ACT composite who are in academic difficulty. 
  
6.) While the numbers of Asian, Hispanic/Chicano and Native American students have remained roughly 
equal over the last five years, the number of African-American students has declined by half.  
